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we have six visitors in the studio today and i'm going to go first around the table and let each of them 
introduce themselves himself peter well i co-authored the politics of escalation with fran sherman and 
recently i've been trying to catch up with what president nixon has been saying about laos and your name is 
peter scott our next guest comes from limon from france and by way of uh behind the lines of patrick lowe i 
believe yes i'm jacques de carnoir from le mans in paris and i cover the southeast asian problems for my 
newspaper i'm based in paris and i go to asia once or twice a year i'm bear weisberg and i work with the bay 
area institute in san francisco i'm jim burnham a graduate student in japanese studies at berkeley i'm a 
france sherman and work with the bay area i work with the bay area institute in san francisco on specific 
problems i'm thomas kojiman and i'm a grocery graduate student at barclay from japan um most of these uh 
men have been intimately concerned with the problems of the whole pacific area over a period of 
considerable time they would like to range rather widely over those problems in the discussion we're going to 
have today and i believe the instigator this idea is connected with the bay area institute perhaps either france 
or you barry could explain to the audience something about the bay area institute the institute is a non-profit 
educational group who seeks to do research for the purposes of action around problems of regional 
economy in the san francisco bay area in microcosm and in macrocosm around what we take to 
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and in macrocosm around what we take to be an emerging pan-pacific strategy centered between san 
francisco and tokyo and part of the work of the institute is concerned with beginning to identify this strategy 
and understand it and that will take the form hopefully in the near future of a three-volume pacific rim reader 
beginning with a volume on the sort of theoretical statement about the pacific rim the second volume 
focusing on the asian side and the third volume on the west coast well i would judge that the thing which 
perhaps is most confusing to the american public at the moment is what the real significance is of american 
policy in regard to the war in vietnam and its overflow into cambodia and laos are we by any chance uh going 
to get out of that part of the world well i think that that's a almost a stale question now is that the now the 
truth is coming out about laos i think people are beginning to see uh what was nixon's real strategy and 
talking about vietnamizing the war in viet in in south vietnam it's no longer a secret that all through last year 
when he was talking about vietnamizing the ground war in south vietnam what in fact he was doing was very 
radically escalating the air war up in laos nixon sees them as part as two parts of one war agnew sees them 
as two parts of one more they are two parts of one war and i think there can be no ambiguity now about the 
fact that nixon intends to win in southeast asia even though just as much as johnson did although he may be 


prepared to take much longer at doing it and he's certainly interested in bringing down the level of american 
casualties and the direct cost to america of the war what he's been doing in laos i think quite unambiguously 
shows that he wants to win even if it means violating what's left of international agreements in that area to do 
it well 
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agreements in that area to do it well what would you say the administration means and uh as apart from what 
it says when it uses the term the vietnamization of the war well bronze i guess all of us i can sort of comment 
on that a little bit i might sort of start it off by saying i i think it involves um three things essentially one it 
involves a uh a shift from emphasis on ground combat manpower as the instrument for uh winning the war to 
air power uh the varieties of air power the the extent of its use the massiveness of the bombing is is 
completely unprecedented in the recent history of the world uh the number of sorties 20 000 a month in laos 
uh the varieties of helicopter gunships i mean use of pesticides and herbicides i think frank harvey's book on 
on the air war in vietnam has only begun to describe it and that was sort of true for 1966 and since then 
there's been considerable further technological development use of air power so i'd say that's one um uh one 
uh aspect of vietnamization let's illustrate that further by a tactic that's been used ever since the latter days of 
westmoreland namely that you use the infantry to flush out the enemy and then you pull the infantry back 
immediately and in comes the firepower artillery and air power and helicopter gunships and anything else 
they can throw in sec the second part of vietnamization i think is the use of of asian troops to defend 
enclaves that's to say that the function of the arvind is not really to fight with the nlf troops i think they've 
demonstrated that they can't fight or don't want to fight and uh um are capable of doing much more than 
defending territory so the hope is that the popular forces the regional forces the arvinds that will hold on to 
what they have suitably equipped of course are supported by american air power and the third aspect i think 
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air power and the third aspect i think was revealed through operation phoenix that is uh you use a variety of 
paramilitary and parapolitical devices to what they call root out the vietcong infrastructure and this is 
arranged all the way from uh assassination of of nlf officials arrests of suspects and uh in other words uh 
pretty much the same sort of thing that ziem are trying to do uh for the uh decade or so of his rule so i would 
say that is the the the essential uh el those are the essential elements involved in the optimization as peter 
said that the idea is that if you can can hold with all three of these things uh the war may last for a long while 
but eventually as douglas pike says it may fade away leaving the two regime to which the united states 
completely committed complete entirely in control the fly on the ointment is of course uh whether it's all three 
of these things are possible one is american air power even in all of its immense form sufficient to uh to 
weaken the forces of the nlf for the pate of the north vietnamese secondly are the arvins even capable of 
defending these positions i mean just lately as we read today in the newspapers that uh an arab and outpost 
collapsed attacked by nlf troops and lastly of all operation phoenix uh there's no question about its cruelty 
and its determination to root out the infrastructure but certainly subject to very serious not whether they've 
been able to do it so if vietnamization doesn't work and there's less and less ajaka i think perhaps can 
comment there's less and less talk about vietnamization the united states now the word is not quite as 
popular as it was in the last year what is nixon going to do when vietnamization doesn't work when the 
crunch comes jack would you care to add your comments yeah what strikes me is the uh the fact that the the 
the bombing of north vietnam the the use on 
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bombing of north vietnam the the use on the us the the mere use of the u.s air force north vietnam has been 
a failure uh the use of u.s air force in south vietnam has been a failure and still the u.s are trying once again 
to win just with their air force in in laos and trying to solve which i think is quite absurd um with political 
problems with airplanes i think it's the first time it happens in in history and uh you know in a way i think it 
would be very uh funny it if it if so many people are not dying under the u.s bombs um i must say that if it 


failed in north vietnam if it failed in south vietnam uh i could well i could check it it's uh behind the patetle 
alliance that it was failing over there too it hurts definitely um what the uh americans call the the enemy but 
i'm afraid that the very often the uh the americans are not striking and not the the right enemy they've been 
trying to uh destroy the nlf by bombing the north and now they are trying to uh to uh destroy the they say 
they are trying to destroy the vietnamese communist forces by bombing the patek law territory but actually 
they don't bond the north vietnamese in in laos they uh bomb the patetlao population which is different and i 
would even say that in the long run they are working together with the communist movement because the 
more they bomb those uh this population the more they push towards uh communism towards the revolution 
the population the civilians the peasants that's one thing that struck me in laos that all those refugees 
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all those refugees were to leave their their farms their villages and who are now living in miserable conditions 
in in in the part of the country that's controlled by the right wing well those people i don't know what they 
were before but i'm pretty sure that now they are becoming more and more sympathetic to the patek law and 
because they just want to go back to their uh to their farms to their villages to their petty fields and if they 
can't it's because of the us intervention and not because of hanoi policy in indochina so i think it's a complete 
failure military and political and social affairs everywhere peter the the alarming thing about this is that the 
american generals don't realize that it's a failure they're still thinking in terms of body counts of kill they're 
only x many uh people on the other side and at a certain point they'll have killed them off and this this 
became very apparent in 68 at the time of the tet of fencing of cate of khe san and the northern part of south 
vietnam the the i i think the the generals uh were sincere in assessing their what happened at tet uh as being 
a victory on their side from the point of view of a disinterested observer i think it was very obviously uh 
disastrous for the american effort effort if only if it woke up the american people to seeing the ex the real 
strength of the nlf but the the fact that they were not driven out of the cities even if it meant destroying the 
cities to save them was enough for the generals and they wanted to do it much more important at the same 
time you remember there were the marines who were surrounded at this outpost of caisson in the north and 
we didn't hear until later about the kind the the kind of bombing that went on a new kind of massive 
saturation bombing around that area and one of the very alarming things about townsend hoops book the 
limits of intervention is that uh he reports from inside the 
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is that uh he reports from inside the pentagon what the the assessment of that episode at k-sun was and the 
fact that in the end the post was not overrun even though it took very heavy american casualties the generals 
again regarded as a victory and they told washington that there had been 20 000 north vietnamese troops 
massed around quesan and that they had been eliminated by the use of air power and i i doubt myself that 
there were that many north vietnamese there and that they were all eliminated but it is very frightening to 
read in townsend hoops book that this was the first instance in the history of military warfare that a ground 
battle had been won from the air because i think that very revealing sentence spells out clearly what is going 
to be the strategy of the us air force for the coming years and we you know we say 20 000 sorties a month 
and it's it's almost impossible to realize what that means all that one can say is that the bombing of north 
vietnam was worse than the bombing of germany and that from all accounts the bombing is going on in laos 
this rural country is by all accounts incredible as it seems the worst worse yet than what happened to the 
panhandle of north vietnam then the plane deja is being treated is what you're saying in the same way that 
we have treated north vietnam and uh and and any and a lot of south vietnam the last forced evacuation of 
the population of the plein de gea was to render at a free strike zone which they have used b-52 against and 
uh and who knows what they intend to do next well i would say that the the blending jar which is not most 
most of the time not well known by the public opinions either in europe or in america has been treated that 
way for six years now not not only several months lots of people think but i would like uh to to add some 
remarks i think that the automatic uh consequences of this this kind of war it's is it's uh it's 
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this kind of war it's is it's uh it's running it's the running of the the battlefield um the americans bombed north 
vietnam because they could not win in south vietnam um at the end of 1964 when there were first talks about 
the serious talks about the possibility of bombing north vietnam the arvind the south vietnamese armed 
forces pro-american forces were completely beaten in the battlefield by the nlf and then the uh the the 
battlefield was broadened and north vietnam was completely almost completely destroyed except a few cities 
and it failed and then the us air force switched to from north vietnam to laos and once again the uh the 
battlefield was uh broadened and now um my guess is that once again because this policy fails in laos in 
north south vietnam cambodia might be might be bombed at least the vietnamese sanctuary so-called 
sanctuaries in cambodia and why not one day or the other the strongholds of the communist khmer 
guerilleros because it's usual to say in washington that and in saigon and in vientiane that actually the 
americans and the royal forces of vientiane are not fighting the palette lab but not vietnamese i would not be 
surprised if this year or next year they started to say in phnom penh and in washington that actually the the 
people who are in the jungle and the paddy fields fighting the uh reactionary regime of phnom penh are not 
uh authentic uh genuine khmers but not vietnamese once again and why not one day or the other uh uh 
thailand you know so i'm i think this is a kind of automatic consequence of this of this kind of 
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consequence of this of this kind of of of of war and that this you you cannot anyway you cannot solve those 
pro asian political and social problems just by by bombing but um it seems to me that uh the uh the uh the 
american uh leadership doesn't want to to to to admit they are unable to solve the political problems so they 
deal only with military problems and they bomb the country well it seems to be the domino theory um in 
reverse uh the domino theory is working uh uh in in reverse and of course inherent in everything all of you 
say i suppose is the fact that since the methods that are being used are not in fact working uh that uh nothing 
short of genocide or the use of atomic weapons uh could in fact win in southeast asia i i would uh in in the 
definitive sense that the people would be gone and the area would be in in the control of the united states uh 
i think this is a question in many people's minds i'd like the comments of of you people on it well the subject 
of nuclear weapons is a taboo subject and as peter said one just doesn't know what possibly lies in store the 
indications are that the air war is not completely successful despite the belief of townsend or the pentagon 
generals that concentrated american air power was responsible for breaking the siege of khe sanh i also 
share very very serious thoughts uh that that was the case i think that the lifting of the siege of kaisan is at 
least partially related to the talks and discussions that were going on at that time probably at vientiane 
between the north vietnamese and the united states concerning the eventuality of negotiations in paris i think 
it's a 
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negotiations in paris i think it's a definitely an exaggeration to say that american military power alone was 
responsible for the uh lifting the siege of quesan now in the matter of nuclear weapons i um simply like to 
point out two things that in his book uh to move a nation roger hillsman who was assistant secretary of state 
for far east affairs until january 1964 several times mentioned a cardinal belief of american generals in regard 
to wars on the asian mainland and that cardinal belief was like so much of a cardinal belief that he called 
them the never again school that the united states should never again fight a land war on the mainland of 
asia unless it could use nuclear weapons now uh that was the belief uh until 1964 and 1965 the united states 
did fight a land war sent over half a million troops to south vietnam and so far did not use tactical nuclear 
weapons what hillsman was describing was a substitute for ground combat troops that is to say the united 
states would use or the pentagon advocated the use of tactical nuclear weapons as a substitute for ground 
combat troops uh which i presume presumed not to have had the second fact i'd like to point out is that over 
the last year there have been several um uh overt public indications particularly a british government white 
paper on defense concerning uh changing allied military doctrine in europe and that changing doctrine uh is 
now moving in the direction of considering the first use of tactical nuclear weapons by the allied countries 


justified in other words if there's a russian conventional attack russian troops move into west germany or 
elsewhere the allied nations named the united states will have the right of first use of tactical nuclear 
weapons now i'm not aware that military doctrine applicable to europe is not applicable universally so i'd 
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is not applicable universally so i'd suggest that that doctrine uh if having been worked out explicitly for 
europe is uh also applicable in southeast asia now one um could i interrupt for a moment francis a historical 
note on this question of the use of tactical nuclear weapons in asia when kennedy was elected he came into 
office with a laos crisis on his hands which was in fact allows crisis manufactured by the americans and 
particularly by the cia but it was a real crisis and the russians were now in laos we had forced them to come 
in and support the government of savannah puma which we had tried to overthrow and uh the reason that 
kennedy did not put troops into laos well there were there were two reasons the main reason was that he 
didn't think we would win and the sober estimates from the military experts supported that theory but the 
other reason was that the generals were saying we must make a military a stand in laos and it is necessary if 
we are going to make a military stand to give us in advance the right to use tactical nuclear weapons if 
necessary and kennedy said no on that point he he was not willing to he was quite willing to consider the use 
of troops but he was not willing to give in a sense a blank check to the generals on the use of tactical nuclear 
weapons and this created a great deal of tension inside uh inside the administration in the first year of 
kennedy's administration so to the extent that an article was leaked in fortune magazine towards the end of 
1961 uh which dealt simultaneously with the laos fiasco in the bay of pigs fiasco and put the blame squarely 
on kennedy in both cases and said that it had been a shocking violation of the whole strategy of limited 
warfare that the americans had developed to in the end reneged on the use of tactical nuclear weapons 
because all the planning had been made on that basis as far as i know the the sort of military plans uh are 
still there there's still that 
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uh are still there there's still that kind of plans and we're now back in a republican era is there any supposing 
uh nuclear weapons uh are not ultimately used as we continue to entangle ourselves in these various 
situations is there in your in the view of of you people a chance that the people of these countries can in fact 
defeat us so that we have to leave because you're you're it you're sort of posing an irresistible force and an 
immovable object situation and i uh if we're not going to use nuclear weapons is it possible that these small 
nations either in combination or individually will be able to to force our withdrawal in any real sense of the 
word withdrawal i don't mean now take the ground troops out and put the air force in well i personally think 
that uh the those the peoples of indochina have already achieved a victory over the states not military 
speaking but the problem is not military it's a political problem now the mere fact that since not not not since 
the american intervention but since the french intervention that's almost 30 years ago from now there have 
been vietnamese fighting for their revolution and their cause i think it's already a sign that have achieved 
their victory the problem is that france had to be defeated in the field to admit that she'd lost the war i'm i'm 
talking about the political war and it doesn't happen yet to the to to the united states because of its strength 
because of the um exp of its expedient expeditionary core and because of the big industrialized society that's 
behind it and 
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society that's behind it and backing it but i um i would say i think personally that the uh the united states have 
already been politically defeated in the china but they've not admitted it yet now i don't think that they can be 
uh defeated um on the battlefield uh how should i say uh unconventional way i mean i don't think that the u.s 
troops will be kicked out and the the the vietnamese have never said they would kick the americans out of 
their bases i asked the question in 1966 to general jab in hanoi and he told me we're going to win politically 
and militarily but it does mean that we are going to kick all the americans out of vietnam that's not the that's 
not how he he personally uh understands the word the word victory um so i i don't have any any uh any 


answer i i don't know what what will happen it's uh it's now i think for washington to uh to to decide that uh 
the americans are going to withdraw but once again it's not only a military problem to withdraw doesn't mean 
to withdraw only the troops it's to uh withdraw any aid to the cliques that are now in power in saigon in 
vietnam in vientiane and in cambodia which is different you can withdraw the troops and still bond the 
country with the choppers and with the b-52s and finance through different agencies all sorts of mercenaries 
the i think the the withdrawal must be complete and it's a political withdrawal as much as a military 
withdrawal peter did you wish to comment on on that well i just say that the the big difference between uh the 
defeat of the french in 1954 and the problem that faces the other side now is that of course the 
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other side now is that of course the american presence is so largely an air presence the french were on the 
ground and could be met uh hand to hand so to speak the americans particularly under nixon are trying to 
avoid being in that kind of posture i think the one thing that the uh that the other side can do is to show the 
mockery of vietnamization and i think that's been happening in the last three or four days i think they're very 
selective now when they attack because they do take a punishment from the air but when they do choose to 
attack it seems that i mean this this schroeder firebase that was overrun was uh something that was given a 
great deal of coverage in the tv when it was handed over in a great uh as a sort of showpiece of 
vietnamization and what did they say in the paper this morning that only one man was awake when they 
when it was overrun or something it's not a very good argument for vietnamization barry what strikes me 
about the behavior of the american military in indochina is the extent to which it resembles the behavior of 
politicians domestically in the united states i mean it's the same outside agitator theory which politicians in 
the united states use to talk about and to divert attention away from the real causes of the trouble here so 
that rather than dealing with the problem at the university of berkeley in terms of the structure of the 
university they tell us that it's somebody who came from outside the university to cause the trouble and 
turning the attention away from the problem and in indochina rather than admitting the nature of what's going 
on in vietnam they changed the arena of the problem to laos or to cambodia to thailand of complete failure to 
accept the reality of the situation and so that the domestic and the international politics policies there are 
very similar the greatest defeat it seems to me for america as a result of what's happening is that it has led 
her own people to realize that because of what they're doing in indochina her people at home will create a 
new front of the war and i think that's that's the real part of the war which america will in fact 
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of the war which america will in fact never recover from the front that her youth are creating here against him 
well uh what would you uh people say were our real girls in in in southeast asia is it to actually and in the 
flesh dominate all these countries overtly uh is it to somehow appear to withdraw and turn part of the 
responsibility over to other asian peoples including the japanese for example what what would we like to do if 
in fact the public at home and the resistance movements abroad allowed us to do it or do we know it's uh i 
think there's there's been a lot of discussion i think never uh people haven't reached complete unanimity on 
as to why is the united states fighting so intensively in southeast asia i mean i've all of us have participated in 
discussions of this sort for the last five years that was the government of the government and the reasons 
have been many and varied economic political uh cultural historical un and many others um i i would like to 
say that regardless of the original reasons for the uh this incredible american involvement in southeast asia 
that uh now that the united states cannot has no intention doesn't that desire to withdraw from southeast asia 
that is to say that the united states whether it had it in the beginning or not now has uh such an investment 
economic political moral cultural now traditional almost that it that it cannot withdraw immoral immoral that 
the uh that the threats that dean rusk has made periodically and that are 
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rusk has made periodically and that are still being made that if these countries don't do more than defend 
themselves the united states will withdraw back into its shell is an empty threat that given the way the world 
is the way the united states is at present that there is no possibility for the united states withdrawing unless 
there is a very major change in the situation now um uh i may just cite very few things and and uh uh one i 
would say that uh the um that the uh the although the american economic involvement in southeast asia 15 
to 20 years ago was much smaller than it was in other parts of the world but it has been not only southeast 
asia but eastern asia as a whole has been described by figures as lofty as henry ford as the most exciting 
growth area in the world for the 1970s there's been a rush of american capital into the area one might simply 
sort of cite the new oil investments in indonesia partly motivated by the fear that middle eastern oil might no 
longer be available there's been a russian american investment in taiwan and japan of course in southeast 
asia and on a very spectacular scale in australia so others can perhaps elaborate on the subject but that the 
american economic involvement has become very critical yeah i'd like to add to that that if we look at the 
history of this american economic involvement it has grown up in the shadow of the war i mean the the the 
the the the fighting began again in 1959 in laos in a small way and traditionally by all our models you would 
think that uh you know if if a situation deteriorates into fighting that that capital would be frightened it might 
stay away but in fact the exact opposite happened the moment that the you get you've got a renewal of 
polarization and forces to push the united states into that area is the point when the capital starts to come in 
as well and it's a very special kind of capital 
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and it's a very special kind of capital france was talking about oil and in fact the department of commerce 
statistics suggests that something between 38 and 40 of the investment in the uh in the area is petroleum 
investment and uh it has been giving a very high rate of return and you were talking about the sort of the the 
strategic overview france where they're worried about uh middle eastern oil drying up and so on but i think 
it's just a very very ample return on investment at the present time in fact businessweek suggested in 
december uh and again in january that the average rate the average rate of return on investment in that area 
is 34 34 per year so that in three years you've got your investment back it is indeed a very exciting area from 
that i think peter has if i may just a pinpoint has come out with a very exciting idea namely that the war has 
created uh its own economic rationale i mean whether that rationale was there to begin with yes i'm not 
convinced it was there at the beginning but it is now it is now a reality right and it is people have adjusted to it 
and some some people were slower to adjust than others and of course you see i mean it it's very foolish to 
think that the the war in vietnam of the war in laos is about investments in vietnam investments and allows 
this was made very clear in 1965 by the vice president of the chase manhattan bank for far eastern 
operations and he said in a printed interview in a magazine called political he said that uh he had been very 
encouraged by uh recent american actions in the war in south vietnam because it had removed investor 
doubts for the whole area and so to come back to uh elsa and he said we we we will now see he said in this 
interview it's a it's a classic interview he said we will we may now see the kind of uh sort of economic uh 
takeoff that we saw in europe after the marshall plan or that we saw in japan after the korean war and uh to a 
limited extent i think that 
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and uh to a limited extent i think that prophecy has already been as has already been fulfilled so to come 
back to elsa's question i think that one of the enduring reasons why elements in the american government 
have wanted to do the things that they have done and this goes back before 1959 i think is the is to make a 
show a visible show of american commitment to that area it doesn't even necessarily have to be one which 
issues in a complete victory it just shows that you are involved that you plan to stay there that you plan to 
use your military resources in the area and that i think the effect this has on the vietnamese and the laotians 
is quite secondary that i think the countries that they had most in mind was to keep thailand friendly and to 
keep japan friendly now i think the the american involvement in the japanese economy is known to 
everybody but uh to the question of thailand perhaps isn't quite as obvious and i'd just like to go back in 
history again to the point when uh uh when the chinese nationalists collapsed on the mainland and zhang 


withdrew to formosa the thinking in the state department at that time with some of the thinking in the state 
department was we have lost our traditional friend on the mainland we must find a new friend on the 
mainland and who who should be that friend and the answer was thailand this is explicit in the uh state 
department conference on what to do about china back in october of 1949 and uh there was a debate at that 
time between the sort of the the professionals of imperialism who were saying bangkok is the obvious place 
to make a base of american presence and the other people who said it would be very foolish to try and do 
this in an imperialist fashion but we've seen what happened a good deal of what happened in laos in 
particular 
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happened in laos in particular uh was because of american thai relations the the thai the ties regard laos is 
really within their sphere of influence the net effect of american foreign aid in laos has been to subordinate 
the laotian economy what there is of it it's practically when we first went there it was almost a country without 
an economy but what there was of it has been subordinated to the thai economy and i think i i believe there 
have been times when america the american government was in fact reluctant to move in laos and was 
pushed into moving into laos because of the pressure from the tides we also find now that there's extensive 
oil deposits in the gulf of thailand some people suggest comparable to the beginnings of the discoveries in 
indonesia an interesting uh supplement uh yeah i would like to to to say you you mentioned this post-war or 
history at the very time that the americans were putting pressure on on the dutch so they would leave 
indonesia independent they were financing the french colonial war in china against the independence 
movements indochina well i think the uh explanation is very simple there seems to be a contradiction in this 
in this american policy but actually at that time the uh nationalist movement of indonesia was quite was quite 
pro-western and it was obvious that the american americans could invest in an independent in indonesia but 
the americans knew that the the most important leaders of the nationalist movement of vietnam were 
communists and wanted to get control of their own economy and would not let the americans invest 
indochina and so the americans financed the the french war in the china between the uh in 1951 52 53 54 
who financed almost all the military 
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who financed almost all the military french military operation against the viet minh and at that time the 
american investment started in sumatra and java i think this is a um i mean those two examples that took 
place just after the world war very well that the independence movements have been backed by the states 
as long as they wouldn't hamper the u.s economic interests james burnham um i'd like to go back to what 
peter said about the primary american interest being focused more on countries like thailand and japan than 
on some of the smaller countries like vietnam and laos where we're primarily involved militarily and to a shift 
in our american designs in the area that japan now rather than being a country that we were trying to protect 
trying to keep on our side we're moving more to the status of a full-blown partner in the pacific that's become 
quite obvious that uh the united states can't continue to suffer the economic cost or at home the political and 
social costs of what we're trying to do in asia and nixon in many of his speeches has stressed the point of 
asian countries themselves taking on the responsibility for regional political and economic stability as the 
phrase would go and of course japan as the major industrial power in asia and as probably uh the us's 
foremost ally in asia is the primary target of this uh for instance in the okinawa deal where we made the 
agreement to revert okinawa in 1972 to the same status as a japanese homeland part of the price of that is 
to encourage japan to increase its aid to increase its economic interest in southeast asia and japan is proving 
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in southeast asia and japan is proving very willing to move into this role of foreign minister aichi and aa 
major statement on their future aid program in the 70s has made it very clear that the amount of japanese aid 
is going to increase very rapidly and that the primary focus is going to be southeast asia so the japan is 
going to be going to begin to play the same kind of role in the area that we have seen the united states play 


and of course it's becoming very obvious what us aid has meant in the area that has been uh in many 
instances maybe most is primarily a counterinsurgency tool american hegemony working through nations like 
japan and thailand and this was can i just say this was explicit also in 1949 the same state department 
conference they said are the southeast asia is important to us because it is a hinterland for japan i mean 
exactly and what role do you see japan playing in this um it's very difficult to say so but last year um prime 
minister saturn after the um after the after going and going back to japan he clearly insisted that we we 
means japanese japanese will and have to control and lead asian countries and asian people this is exactly 
the same meaning of the before the bar and so back where we started accepting partnerships many many 
american business magazines have picked up this theme of uh japanese growing involvement in in asia 
once again and this idea of uh cro co-prosperity sphere with the difference that now it is uh through peaceful 
means only uh through economic assistance something that will be entirely mutually beneficial but at the 
same time we see the um japanese military establishment 
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japanese military establishment growing quite rapidly and also once again its aim seems to be towards 
southeast asia last year the japanese maritime defense forces their navy of course they always use the word 
defense forces japan does have a peace constitution article 9 prohibits a military establishment in japan but 
what is really happening is that they are rearming around this clause and last year this maritime defense 
force sailed to uh to singapore to the straits of malacca which is vital to japan 90 of their oil which of course is 
crucial to their whole industrial establishment comes from the middle east through southeast asia this is one 
example of what southeast asia means to them also japan is beginning to export arms to southeast asian 
allied countries and the okinawa statement seemed to have a few holes in it uh such as uh if the current 
situation allows us to take out the acres and acres of american bombers we'll do so and if it doesn't we won't 
so yes yes that's exactly true so but um that there is also an agreement a statement and concerning the and 
the situation which is said and um if there is a happening in in taiwan or korean world korean korea so and 
prime minister sato said that japanese taken deeply into constellation of this situation this mean is that is that 
maybe i think in my mind japanese japan and japanese defense forces will participate in this world this is 
very very high possibility and so if now still there 
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and so if now still there there is a very very debate concerning this program so but gradually this and the 
trend of the and japanese feeling and concerning the real armament and also making making the nuclear 
weapon by herself i think this is very very possible and so this is possible future we can we will be able to 
see this to this part well do you think um because one heard so much about the peace movement uh in japan 
and the left-wing movement in japan in your view is it strong enough to uh to really interfere with the overall 
picture that all of you have been drawing of japan's role in the pacific i'm very very pessimistic because on 
last game between so recently for two or three years there was a very big japanese very big student 
movement in japan and so now nowadays this trend of student movements extended to the high school 
students so but nevertheless um japan on the other hand japanese for response is also very very going 
growing larger larger and larger and so the end of last year i guess most mostly japanese universities and in 
japanese universities a student movement exactly well suppressed and so now and the japanese university 
is said to be a very very usual and very very normal situation and so also and and but um but there there is a 
possibility which you say which you said and this that is to say and there is a very very big left new leftist 
movement so-called bahrain this organization 
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so-called bahrain this organization is has a relationship with the united states and france sherman and 
franciama knows that one of the leaders of bahrain and otamakoto so but this is uh only one of the leftist 
movement in japan and there is a more a bigger bigger organization rather than baheran that is a 
organization led by trade union so but this national trade union so-called soho is a very gradually not 


gradually rapidly became conservative and so and this organization are very very big and so therefore this 
organization cannot take an action at a very very crucial time and and so i'm very very pessimistic i'm 
concerning this question did you have something you wanted to say um well uh has anyone else a comment 
to make on on this specific issue james in the in the near future in june the mutual security treaty uh will 
renew itself of course this is going to be the major uh focus of the whole japanese peace movement 
resistance movement but what apparently is going to happen as happened in 1960 where we saw the 
demonstrations of incredible size in tokyo but the result was that the uh security treaty went through the 
prime minister kishi stepped down and the liberal democratic party just stayed in power so possibly the uh 
biggest price that the the movement uh can extract at this time will be to see uh 
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extract at this time will be to see uh prime minister sato step down and someone else take his place at the 
head of the Idp but certainly the uh mutual security treaty will be renewed will remain in effect and the 
partnership between japan and united states certainly remains intact do all of you feel that that china is is 
simply non-existent in this uh in this situation that it begins with the with southeast asia and ends in japan 
and and and korea um because china is there and uh it would have an effect on what happened in asia if if 
there were active involvement and i'm talking now about military involvement possibly or or do you feel that 
the present state of china insofar as as you are acquainted with it precludes the intervention of china into this 
uh to the rest of this asian situation peter i think one of the uh first things the americans made sure of before 
the war became a hot war in in vietnam was to reach some kind of de facto understanding with communist 
china and i don't know when exactly that was reached it may have been reached at a meeting in warsaw 
between the chinese ambassador and the american ambassador i believe it was july 30th 1964 four days 
before the tonkin gulf incidents sometime about that time there was uh and it may have taken more than one 
meeting to become clear but there's a book put out by the council on foreign relations uh by kenneth todd 
young on on the negotiations with the chinese communists and he makes it clear that the americans gave 
this message to china or reached this understanding with china that america would bomb north vietnam but it 
would not destroy north vietnam and it would not invade north vietnam and it would not try to render north 
vietnam non-viable as aas a 
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north vietnam non-viable as a as a country and the chinese on their side uh that america understand that uh 
it's the other well the other half of the coin that if uh if uh i believe it's been suggested that if hanoi or haifang 
proper were bombed and some people say if the if the if the if the dikes system was destroyed so that the 
river valley of the red river was was flooded then china anything in short in general anything that uh 
contributed to the destruction of north vietnam as a country would bring the chinese communists in so the 
answer to your question is china has been there all along and china's presence has affected the way in 
which uh america has fought the war because uh although one cannot say that haifang and hanoi were 
never bombed it is true that the the the bombing pattern of north vietnam took some very extraordinary 
contours and in a sense the the the the places that the generals wanted to bomb first were in fact the places 
that got bombed last and it can be said also that we gave up bombing north vietnam when there was nothing 
left to bomb except targets which would have brought in china so in that sense china has made its presence 
felt but but not other not directly i think that listening to the discussion and and uh i i have a sense that there 
there have been sort of two um i mean perhaps i can take a bit of this broader historical uh view of the 
moment that since the end of world war ii and perhaps even going farther back that there have been two 
thrusts if you will sort of two ways that the united states has um has expanded into eastern asia i think there 
can't there can be no doubt any longer that there's been this long-term movement out into eastern asia 
perhaps you could call it the new american frontier and i think one was indicated 
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and i think one was indicated by the remarks made earlier that the united states generals feel that they could 
achieve or felt that they did achieve victory through air power at quesan that is to say one of the thrusts has 
been obviously military but the notion of smashing any possible threat to that amer to that american 
expansion now they smashed japan militarily in world war ii and have engaged in a series of military actions 
since then but the philosophy has been rather consistent i think when peter says that china was in there all 
along that is absolutely correct i think there's no there's no question about it that the notion and i would say 
that the general's notion or those who are thinking in military terms that if you can smash whatever the 
threats are whether there are insurgencies or chinese expansionism or russian expansionism or the 
communist threat or whatever the case may be that if you can just smash those threats then the rest of it will 
take care of itself that's say then through a process of benign neglect or intensive investment that that uh um 
that things could be done now the other thrust um i think is a much more interesting one uh i think it's one 
that's uh that actually has been called the pacific rim strategy or the uh expansion into the pacific it's the sort 
of thing that people at the stanford research institute talked about many years ago uh it's in the minds of 
many businessmen in the west coast certainly the minds of many japanese businessmen and that i would 
say is is a thrust more toward organizing a whole region now uh ever since you might say really since the 
united nations was founded in san francisco 1945 there's been this other thrust that'll say let's let's organize 
the world well the united nations certainly was founded not as a free and equal uh group of nations but 
clearly a group of nations to be dominated by the united states and in 1945 one i don't think one has to be a 
leftist to argue this for the simple reason 1945 every other nation was destroyed except the united states 
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destroyed except the united states i mean i would have said and uh would have thought so that's just 
obvious the united states would dominate any kind of united nations by virtue of the fact it was the only 
country that was unscathed i think the organizing process uh manifested itself again after the korean war 
when john foster dollar started to create a whole series of alliances the cato and in the pacific and sento in 
the middle east and of course nato was organized in europe uh and then that that that organizing thrust if 
you want to use the term was uh there was a deviation from it in the vietnam war when again you went back 
to the notion of military victory because it turned out that sieto and the former colonial powers britain and 
france or other powers like pakistan weren't interested and except for south korea no one sent troops so he 
went back to sort of the military thing and now perhaps again with a republican president you're moving back 
to the notion of organizing the region organizing it regionally partly for purposes of defense partly for purpose 
of exploitation partly for purposes of assuring american interests now uh the reason for the switch is i think 
it's quite obvious the united states has been defeated i think jacques was quite correct the the united states 
has been defeated that the vietnamese people's people have support scored an extraordinary victory now uh 
in that organizing process uh which now takes place under conditions of greater uh relative american 
weakness than in earlier periods that uh american economic resources are not as unlimited as they were 
before we are in a period of inflation balance of payments problems and so on not to mention domestic 
unrest which is putting many more claims on the limited resources of the government than was the case in 
earlier periods but also we have the fortunate circumstance of of a very powerful and growing japan that's to 
say a country in the capitalist camp with all these resources stable peaceful except for occasional student 
riots and so on and the idea of course uh presents itself quite naturally that why cannot japan be utilized 
manipulated 
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why cannot japan be utilized manipulated as part of this whole process of of organizing the region now i i 
think the interesting thing now is and we're uh which is different from the earlier periods i think earlier we had 
a uh i suppose one could go back to the 19th century i mean first you had open door and then you had war 
and then you went back to let's say similar policies you had an alternation of a a victory first the military 
policy smash them down then let's see to an organizing phase and then back to a military phase now the two 
things are going simultaneously it's just like there's inflation simultaneous inflation recession in the united 
states now you have the simultaneous pursuance of a victory first policy with an extending war in indochina 


but at the same time a resurrection of this organizing thrust that involves as barry will will speak about the 
future involves the west coast the united states involves the west coast of north america involves parts of 
latin america not to mention japan and eastern asia but the simultaneous push of of of a search for victory 
with their power and sort of new things and at the same time the thrust sort of organization we've gotten 
away from elsa's question on china and uh i uh and i think peter was quite right in pointing out that china has 
always been there i think part of the i i would say that um there's a sort of let's say unspoken reason for 
staying away from the china question because up until now the conventional dialogue has always been what 
are chinese aims in the region or what are russian aims in the region is there chinese expansionism or not 
and that that the the the the united states was never looked at as to say as a sort of prime factor and uh um 
um uh ii think uh uh that's why i think it's very very important for us to see what the united states is doing 
how it's pressing out and and then and see what the chinese reaction is i would make only one brief 
comment on the uh sign of american so-called sign of american understanding that there were conversations 
and 
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that there were conversations and um uh contacts between the chinese americans is well known i mean 
young describes it in this book and we know that negotiations did take place at warsaw before they were 
temporarily interrupted presumably by the cultural revolution my my feeling though is that i i don't see how 
there could have been an understanding because i don't think the chinese would have accepted any verbal 
assurances of the united states that that the united states wouldn't attack there's kind of a story current that 
because the united states assured china it wasn't going to bomb china that mao decided to unleash the 
cultural revolution i think that that the united states may have given the assurances but i doubt very seriously 
where the chairman decided unleash the cultural revolution because washington told them was okay to do so 
uh but i i do think that that china's actions uh i see china's essentially defense of powers russia is essentially 
defensive power and occasionally both of those powers and do engage in offensive actions what's 
sometimes called act of defense but i think the primary expansion is power whether it's expanded in this one 
thrust of victory first or the other thrust of organizing a region has been the united states we've forgotten 
something you know go back again to 1959 which is after all when in the sense the war began or renewed 
um this amazing propaganda in the united states by what was called the chinese economic offensive that 
somehow china was being expansionist and a threat to a threat to world peace by trading by stepping up its 
trade with uh through hong kong with with southeast asia and uh this i think was very threatening to the kind 
of long-term grand design which america had for the for for the area which as we said before included japan 
and thailand and that kind of rapid increase in it specifically involved thailand to a great extent where there is 
a large percentage of the mercantile population in bangkok is chinese and the charges was made that china 
must 
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and the charges was made that china must be dumping all these products because they couldn't possibly 
produce some of those rays but i uh do you know something about that barry no i mean what occurred to me 
is that i think there's a there's a tendency for us almost to accept the language of the stanford research 
institute in the chamber of commerce in accepting the almost complete and total hegemony of the united 
states and asia when in fact i mean what japan may teach us is that that position is hardly unchallenged at all 
and the thrust of america east may very well be blunted by the thrust of japan west well i'm oversimplifying i 
know all of this conversation somehow reminds me of people's park and for whatever reasons historically 
both russia on the one hand and china on the other which were the big bug bears of the american public 
have somehow become in the background in a sense they are not uh that uh active uh in uh in in any 
direction and uh the fact that this is that we live in the most powerful imperialist nation in the world is very 
clear what it seems to me to come back to is that if this problem is ever going to be solved it's going to be 
solved right here in the country which is creating it and what are the chances of that what is the impact on 


our own people on our own economy uh how do we the people who are creating this world situation and 
largely dominating it uh where do we come into the picture barry i mean i think in order to understand that we 
have to almost begin with the role japan is 
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almost begin with the role japan is playing in the west coast of the united states just as on the other side we 
looked at the united states and southeast asia and in that sense you find i mean alaska as an example of an 
increasingly becoming an economic colony of japan i mean i received a remarkable letter from a state official 
in alaska in response to an inquiry about their relationship to japan and i'll just read one paragraph there's 
sort of upfrontness about what's going on is just staggering i mean it's it's a sort of frontier situation which 
you'd really expect abrupt just this one paragraph the emergence of japan as an industrial nation devoid of 
materials essential to this development caused it to look to alaska as a source of these raw materials alaska 
is an extremely favorable geographic location in relationship to the nations around the pacific rim the 
japanese were willing to provide part or all of the capital to develop the resources in alaska the japanese 
have substantial interest in fish processing plants have complete ownership of a large pulp mill and sawmill 
is the consumer of most of alaska's forest products and is presently forming a conglomerate to spend 
millions of dollars to obtain leases for petroleum production the japanese provided a portion of the capital for 
the construction in alaska of the largest ammonia and urea plant on the west coast and helped finance the 
plant and purchased the tankers which produced liquefied natural gas and transported to japan japan is 
supplanting united states steel in alaska in terms of of mining iron ore deposits finding that the iron ore 
contained three percent titanium that the united states u.s steel was not capable of mining such or so japan 
moved in with its technology we find also that japan is the only country in the world whose pipeline producers 
could meet the specifications for the trans-alaska pipeline which will transport the north slope oil and when 
you move around the pacific rim on the west coast side you find it as 
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on the west coast side you find it as well that it's similarly british colombia as practically an economic colony 
of japan as well after the united states in terms of trade relationship japan follows up japan for instance 
receives 30 36 of all the natural resources exported from british columbia you find the dependency of san 
francisco upon japan in terms of trade relationship to be almost staggering and what i'd like to suggest here 
is that what is happening in a sense is that political consolidation is occurring around the west coast of the 
pacific rim in order to further the economic development in the sort of boom mentality which we've been able 
to describe and sort of in a sense to bolster the economic infrastructure and if you look at san francisco this 
becomes increasingly evident san francisco is essentially a boom town uh fortune magazine the chamber of 
commerce everybody applauds this and they suggest within a two or three year period that host hotel space 
will increase by 50 percent as it is in hawaii mostly being built by the japanese for instance and that office 
space will increase by 25 and all this basic change in the face of the city of san francisco which i suggest is 
analogous to what is happening to every city around the pacific rim this monumental change in the face of 
the city in terms of the high rise the rapid development of the port facilities fast urban renewal schemes is 
directly attributable to the economic boom generated with trade through japan and essentially from the 
vietnam war and i'll just take a minute to document that in a sense san francisco at this point constitutes 
twice the amount of the growth state product that los angeles does even though los angeles has three times 
the number of people the reason for that is simply that san francisco is the primary financial center not only 
of california and of the west coast but i suggest to the entire pacific if you look at the growth state product 
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if you look at the growth state product of california prior to 1965 when major american commitments occurred 
in southeast asia and after that it's very revealing you find that the growth state product and to repeat at 
which san francisco is by far the largest slice grew at approximately million dollars a year every year up until 
sixty five in sixty five this the product jumped from four thousand million dollars to six thousand million dollars 


to nine thousand million dollars to thirteen thousand million dollars successively each year this resulted 
directly from an influx in trade between the united states and southeast asia what was that trade what did the 
trade constitute it was dried fruits and milk non-electrical machinery gasoline engines in other words 
precisely the materials attributable to launching large amounts of ground forces in southeast asia so the face 
of san francisco as is the other cities in seattle for instance where government employment accounts for 40 
for instance the entire population where in san diego government employment accounts for 30 percent 
roughly of the population that the the political consolidation which is going to emerge out of this economic 
growth will have the most profound effect on the west coast here in san francisco the most obvious 
manifestation is regional government and we find the talk of regional government as an agency of economic 
consolidation in southeast asia exactly parallel to that of the west coast beginning for instance with the 
andean common market in the northern parts of south america where they talk about asia as the major 
source of markets for their goods furthering in southern california with the talk of regional government here in 
san francisco the governors of oregon and washington holding development conferences to talk about 
relationships on a regional basis we witness everywhere the sort of political consolidation designed to make 
more efficient and to manage the economic boom 
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manage the economic boom the other side of that is that at the same time that that that growth appears to be 
uninterrupted there are basic competitive mechanisms being established throughout the pacific between the 
united states and the american role in the pacific what they have to do for instance with the fact that there will 
be a great deal of competition on the part of humble oil and the japanese to see whose tankers transports 
the alaskan oil they have to do with the competition for auto markets in asia with henry ford going to russia 
trying to compete for instance with datsun and toyota for asian car markets so at the same time that we see 
this amazing sort of face of complete control and prosperity we also can begin to witness the kind of 
glimmerings of opposition between the united states and japan the consequence of this i think is clear for us 
it is that the cities will turn into cesspools in a sense such as manila and such as saigon and such as i think 
we're going to see to san francisco and it is i think we will see the complete merging of the military police and 
the domestic police so that in los angeles the crew that went to it to go after the black panthers was called 
swat in order to qualify for the swat police team you have had to kill a man before that is to say it had to been 
a green beret or a hunter or a marksman all of which carried dynamite all of which carried very high powerful 
rifles and what we see in british columbia what we see with regalization in california what i think we're going 
to see in tokyo and the re-armament of the japanese military is the merging of the police and the military and 
the kind of political consolidation of control which we've never seen before around the pacific and that this in 
fact will be the mechanism to hold together the co-prosperity sphere and that the air power used against 
saigon excuse me used against vietnam will in fact be used against the domestic populations of the states 
here that's why they used as funds to suggest 
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that's why they used as funds to suggest the helicopters in berkeley during the times of the people's park 
their ground troops would not fight for them they couldn't work so they brought in helicopters with gas and i 
think the result of the kind of pacific rim strategy which we're describing will clearly be an increasing activity 
of that nature that's why berkeley is about to buy three helicopters i think there's another uh word for this i 
believe it's called fascism um one comment i'd like to make in this where um barry mentions uh glimmerings 
of possible uh japanese u.s competition uh primarily economic competition in the pacific area is the fact that 
uh japan with her remarkable economic energy and sustained economic growth over the past 10 years she's 
had the highest rate of economic growth in the world now the third largest industrial power in the world third 
highest gmp despite all these facts japan remains very reliant on the united states for technology one of the 
big advantages she's had in the post-war era is that she's obtained technology from the united states by 
paying uh high royalties or by allowing kind of nominal investment in japanese firms less than controlling 
interest at least largely less than controlling interest at least to date there's a lot more pressure now coming 
from the united states the united states is asking for a higher price for this technology without a very high 


level of technology japan can't really maintain the kind of international economic competitiveness that it 
needs to survive as the kind of uh industrial economic monolith that it is today so that if japan in any sense 
wants to become economically independent really compete with the united states it has to develop its own 
technology its own sources of research and development and 
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sources of research and development and of course the only way it can do this is through a full-blown 
military establishment just as we've seen in in this country that the real technology comes from that kind of 
research that only a military establishment uh can support no single industrial firm can pay that that kind of 
price for research we've obviously seen that in california where most of for instance the pollution control 
research now will come directly from aerospace that is to say from military expenditures that a good deal for 
instance of the research having to do with the the wealth of agricultural production in the san joaquin valley 
comes directly from chemical and biological research originally for pesticides and things of that nature so 
that's not an infringement pattern that the basic technology developed for economic purposes is derived from 
military research and development there was in fact just a remarkable quote from the fortune magazine 
which described this process in which the chamber of commerce of san francisco placed a 20 paid twenty 
page page ad paid advertisement and they said uh each time the united states has become involved in a war 
in the pacific san francisco has served as the major staging area for that conflict many san francisco 
businessmen are interested in developing asian regionalism and its proper promise for the orderly expansion 
of the economies of the pacific basin paramount amongst them is california's own one of the conclusions i 
think i mean which i draw from this kind of discussion is that one of the paths to stopping the war in asia 
might well be stopping the growth here at home so that a focus of us here in california on stopping the 
development of the port in san francisco may well have had a great deal to do with stopping the war we 
would have turned our attention to that five years ago i mean so i think that implicit within these kind of 
understandings are perhaps some new directions for the kind of political opposition which will have to 
emerge 
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have to emerge would you care to expand on that barry well i mean it's what amazes me is how late we are 
for instance in understanding what is going on in the terms we've been talking about whereas wally hicko 
and the chamber of commerce have talked about their pacific rim strategy for a very long time and just now 
we're beginning to realize the relationship between the domestic forces of economic consolidation and 
foreign imperialist wars and so that we've learned much more about what's happening in asia unfortunately 
prior to this point than we have about what's happened in california and how the two have tied together so 
that if we're beginning as a movement of opposition in this country and as a movement which moves toward 
revolution hopefully to attack that asian policy of the united states that pan-pacific co-prosperity sphere we'll 
have to focus our attentions and understanding much more concretely the mechanisms here where we live 
which we're involved in which are responsible among them having to do with the port for instance 
development realizing that the reason that the bank of america is the tallest building in san francisco is 
because they intend to look out over this region and control it and that is that structure is in fact a metaphor 
for control and for power and that we had to perhaps of direct our attention like the students at isle vista did 
toward the bank of america more often well i i'd like to go back to something james burnham said for a 
moment the fact that japan and the united states may compete economically uh i don't suppose you meant 
that to be interpreted that they would therefore really become enemies because people have in the capitalist 
world have competed and even in the military i believe that in saigon the cia and the army and uh the state 
department frequently have widely diverging policies and still where they're all in vietnam uh 
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they're all in vietnam uh you uh is the is there any uh well speaking strictly in economic terms i really wouldn't 
uh predict a conflict between the united states and japan over that area it seems to me that the their mutual 
interests uh outweigh uh any any conflict we could talk in terms of primary and secondary contradictions and 
that it would seem that at least for a good long while to come the uh primary contradiction that between what 
the major capitalist industrial powers want from the uh small nations of the area and their agreement their 
concordance of interest in the area far outweigh any disagreement between them but yet there there remains 
a kind of a lingering suspicion about any kind of uh long-range japanese u.s partnership a lot of the rhetoric 
today bears kind of a haunting resemblance to the kind of talk that went on in the 1920s between uh japan 
and the united states about the pacific um toma yuki might talk about that please yeah yes i think i i entirely 
agree with jim burns because and now certainly japan and the united states concerning the inter economic 
interest is a very very coincidence so but now still in this in the future japan will become gained a very big 
enormous development development economic development this economic development maybe will be a 
barrier for the barrier to the job the economic development of united states if so if so united states have to d 
and defeat the japanese economy and also if japan want to gain the more economic development 
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gain the more economic development in the asia and especially southeast asia and japan will have to fight 
against the united states and there is al already there is a evidence of this fact because a leading economy 
and leading economist economist in japan and insisted on insisted that japanese and japanese government 
should have the nuclear weapon by herself by herself not without the aid of united states and without the 
umbrella of nuclear weapon by united states and so moreover it's hard to explain but japanese people's 
fearing the feeling of japanese people and as it doesn't change it don't change and so they are they have 
they have even now an image or dream of the controlling over the asia and so this is a little bit relation not 
relation with this discussion so but this part is very very important to consider the relationship between japan 
and the united states and also the future of asia and because even and still even now some asian countries 
people say that japan scored japanese as yellow american or ugly and amer are angry japanese this is um 
this trend is uh uh some somehow the evidence of the japanese feeling which never changed was our 
journey really necessary uh peter no i'd like to ask jim burnham a question uh um i think the american 
intention 
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american intention for uh the way they saw the relations developing between america japan and southeast 
asia in the post-war period and i'm still going back to this very instructive department of state conference in 
1949 which was originally a confidential document but it got released in all the furore over uh alleged spies 
and statements we should reprint it probably we probably should yes i think because there i think some 
people uh had a kind of vision of a relationship which would involve competition and a certain amount of 
attention probably but essentially was sort of a layered relationship which uh japan would trade with 
southeast asia and america would invest in japan this is rather what's happening shall we say with europe 
and africa in the other direction that uh america is it has been interested in seeing uh development of 
european african trade because america wanted to develop in the companies in europe that would be doing 
the trading so my question to you is what has been the pattern of american investment in japan and has 
america managed to retain that kind of hierarchical ascendancy over the japanese economy that i think they 
they they intended to establish or is japan now competing at the top level with them i i think we're really 
beginning to see uh that tension emerge very clearly um once again referring back to the okinawa deal on 
which is um i think it's going probably later be seen as a watershed for a lot of very important factors in this 
relationship a big part of that price is the capital liberalization in japan that japan uh take down a lot of the 
barriers that it has been maintaining in the whole post-war era for uh the entrance of american products and 
especially american capital into the japanese economy now sato and the ministry of 
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now sato and the ministry of international trade and industry are talking in a very cooperative way about this 
but behind that japanese industrialist japanese economists remain very reluctant to really open up the 
japanese economy to american capital they are very frightened of the prospect of really having to compete 
within japan with american products i mean they understand very well that the edge that uh american has 
once again in terms of technology would certainly be a prime factor and so that uh as i say this this tension is 
uh it's been going on for quite a while i should say over the last several years there has been a lot of 
discussion going back and forth the united states is simply becoming more insistent on uh japanese 
cooperation in this once again in a recent agreement last fall where the state department released the record 
of a agreement whereby the united states is going to allow japan to use u.s space technology with certain 
restrictions of course which is a once again a big advantage for japan but closely linked to this is an 
agreement that japan make further a concession in terms of capital liberalization once again the united states 
using its uh technological uh supremacy as a lever to try to move japan more in line with exactly the strategy 
that you're talking about we shouldn't forget also the incredible dependency that japan has upon the natural 
resources of the west coast without which i mean their industrial production would f would stop the following 
day i mean one example of the incredible dependencies is that presently negotiations exist to give japan for 
instance some of the 
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to give japan for instance some of the alaskan oil at a very reduced tariff rate in exchange for increasing 
military bases for atomic weapons on japanese soil so i mean the kind of stranglehold that exists the kind of 
stranglehold america has on british columbia developing in indonesia developing for instance around alaska 
that would isolate japan potentially from those resources i'm sure presents a very severe threat to the people 
who run the chamber of commerce in tokyo he exactly and uh it becomes maybe slightly paradoxical there 
that at the same time that the united states is uh pushing uh japan as a partner into a bigger um at least for 
the moment economic role in southeast asia japan would very much like to kind of bag that area as its 
treasure hoard of natural resources and uh we could go on and talk about the uh resources in indonesia 
malaysia thailand philippines throughout the area that's what they were trying to do during the americans 
certainly had their eye on i would like to to bring up an idea that peter brought up and i commented on earlier 
and then um perhaps ask the others in the panel what they think uh peter suggested earlier that uh that in a 
sense you know war has provided the opportunity for capital investment in fact attracted capital investment 
rather than repelled it the normal idea being that uh if there's turmoil or dislocation in an area people don't 
want to invest but peter suggests the opposite now one thing strikes me as a the difference the general 
difference between the american expansion economic military political and so on in in in the pacific as 
contrasted to western europe it's extraordinary reliance on air power and technology i think barry if i'm not 
mistaken you once said that the american military is by far the greatest consumer of oil in the pacific region i 
forgot 
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of oil in the pacific region i forgot the figure that you mentioned once uh anyway uh the the uh the air force 
the air force right exactly that in western europe uh certainly oil needs in western europe are as great as they 
are elsewhere but you do have affluent countries with automobile industries france up i guess it's japan now 
but after japan france produces more automobiles than any other nation except the united states and japan 
and that is something through germany and britain and italy as i say these are these are highly developed 
affluent societies automobile societies where automobiles are the major consumers of oil on the other hand 
in the far east uh with the possible exception of japan that is only beginning to enter the the automobile age 
uh the uh have this extraordinary development of air power i mean airlines uh uh both private and covert the 
shipping routes are increasingly being supplemented by air power what i'd like to sort of throw out here as a 
possibility is that whereas in western europe with an automobile-based economy in affluent society that 
you've somewhat got the pattern that you have in the united states or have had in the united states that is to 
say essentially a morally stable uh organization economy where the threats now seem to be the threats of 
the the to the existence of the of of the environment itself but rather an an an economy where uh overt war of 


course has covered war in the sense of defense expenditures and so on have not played a major role but 
given the reliance on air power the enormous importance of technology in the whole development of the fire 
east that what you may have is a very intimate marriage between war and economic expansion i i'm throwing 
this out as a possibility so that uh that uh uh it it you you may not have you you may not be able to reach the 
kind of situation that you have in in western europe that's to say an essentially stable sort of seemingly stable 
settled type of economic organization but you'll 
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type of economic organization but you'll have the concurrence they're occurring together simultaneously of of 
war uh whether counter insurgency the struggles against china or uh whatever other struggles may be at the 
same time this very rapid economic expansion and the ingredients here if there's a certain amount of uh 
correctness in that picture the ingredients are are kind of horrifying i mean it it conjures up a a uh sort of a 
super vietnam that is to say that somewhere in southeast asia people will be sacrificed genocidally through a 
permanent air war or something of the sort and at the same time you have the boom conditions of saigon 
and of taiwan and australia and singapore occurring simultaneously and the prospects uh speaking in 
hermann khan fashion i uh have coupled with the destruction of the environment and exhaustion of 
resources and so oni mean i seem to be really quite horrifying can i just add one point on that it might you 
know this might seem to the average listener to be just a kind of paranoia because it's it's so so surrealist but 
uh in fact uh more than the reality what gives it a certain substance is the fact that the kind of uh corporations 
the kind of industries that have been profiting from this war have been industries with more than the normal 
amount of political punch domestically here in america like oil companies for example oil companies in 
essence own both parties in this country and uh before that uh this when this was a much smaller war and 
even the days before it was a war at all back in the late 50s which some people mistakenly look back upon 
as a you know quiet time when nothing was happening uh just the kind of profits that were being engendered 
in the these secret uh contracts that were being let for the building up of bases for the building up of airstrips 
in countries which didn't need them i mean in 1960 laos was suddenly plastered with something like 200 air 
strips all over 


01:30:01 (https:/Awww.youtube.com/watch?v=3_-2nI7kVy0&t=5401s 





something like 200 air strips all over the country these this is a much smaller scale of course than the kind of 
profits that are coming out of the region now but what is true now is true then very visibly that the people who 
were making these profits were close to political power a lot of these construction companies that were 
building the things were xoss men ex-retired army corps of engineer generals etc they knew they knew how 
to get around the department of defense they knew how to translate their personal friendships into into 
political power and that has been a factor i think and it's a certain segment of the economy which becomes 
important not because we really need it i mean we don't need all this uh smog and gas in our atmosphere it's 
important because it has political power i mean at the same time that that kind of buildup in laos occurred in 
the air bases which is symbolic i take it for other sorts of buildups around the world you find that kennedy 
promulgated the kind of programs in the agency for international development for the training of domestic 
police police corps they were just beginning now to realize you know the results from paul jacobs estimates 
that at present the aid has in their training over a million a million domestic police throughout the world so 
that the kind of kind of military thrust simultaneous with economic the sort of thing that oglesby talks about 
with cowboys and yankees we'll be taking a very different face from what we think about as a military i mean 
much more in the terms that marcus describes much more in the 1984 version than we've ever realized in 
which we live for instance in cities where people are controlled biologically because of the air for instance 
because of their sensory limitations of sensory experience because of a whole series of factors which work 
as political manipulators though we've never understood them before and that the direct consequence of the 
economic development is the kind of 
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economic development is the kind of control of people in terms of density population control and whatnot 
which is a form of military which we've never understood before which is but is which i mean is hardly 
surrealistic if i pick up on one small point in in in 1958 a congressional committee was inquiring into some 
very real scandals in the usa program in laos they discovered that laos which is a was then a rather peaceful 
country until we really got in there with our modernization and forces of progress was a country that had one 
of the highest ratios of police to population of any country in the world and yet as the same congressional 
committee pointed out it had one of the lowest crime rates in the world and so they put the question to the uh 
to the aid officials why are we putting so many police in there if they don't have any crime and the answer 
came back in a perfectly straight way that was the department of state gave the answer that we have never 
considered the suppression of crime to be one of the major objectives in our building up the police forces of 
laos that that's in print you can see it in this department of state comments printed comments on this 
congressional inquiry well if i may get back for a moment to the uh role of this country in this and the role of 
the american people because i do not believe in horror stories without answers um uh what um what can uh i 
mean there is one factor that i that i think is very important and that is that quite clearly it takes anywhere 
from 18 months to two years and a half to get the news if it's important to the american people everybody 
now knows how long we've been in laos but the american public in general did not know how long we had 
been in laos or what we were doing there until quite recently so that clearly the the role of the media in this 
situation is very heavy but again i i would i would like you people 
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again i i would i would like you people to comment if you will on uh on what you feel uh the people who are 
going to hear or read the material that you have been discussing um what their role in the situation is 
because if everything you say is true then quite clearly the the choices of the american people are not great 
and they are between tolerating it and not tolerating it um well perhaps just the the this is the inevitable point 
one always comes out what are we going to do um and uh maybe i just sort of launch it by saying that um i i 
have the sense that for many decades now and perhaps most particularly now during the next administration 
that a policy of benign neglect has been uh the policy and effect that's to say that's particularly true of the 
media that there is reporting perhaps jacques can sort of speak about that who certainly acquainted with the 
american media as well as those of europe but uh that essentially uh there's a kind of conventional reporting 
in laos or vietnam or china or san francisco or uh uh whatever the case may be and uh then suddenly a crisis 
occurred let's say like the tet offensive and for one moment there was an explosive outpouring of of of news 
and then then but benign neglect took over again sort of the soothing syrup i i have this two two cents do you 
think it's benign only or also deliberately i'm simply i'm simply using the conventional term i think we all know 
what benign neglect is that it is deliberate uh but i have two senses now one is that the uh rate of progress 
toward suicide has greatly accelerated that whether it's from uh the the 
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that whether it's from uh the the destruction environment uh whether it's an accelerating expanding war in 
southeast asia uh whether it's uh from an accelerating trend toward fascism uh military and police power and 
the united states that the the uh the trend toward uh national suicide is accelerating the second thing is that 
um whereas crisis did seem to come one at a time um in earlier periods i have the feeling that they're going 
to bunch up that's to say that we are heading toward the simultaneous eruption of a series of crises of what 
magnitude there will be i don't know certainly the inflation recession thing is uh uh is moving towards some 
sort of resolution the question of vietnam withdrawing troops is moving to a resolution the question of doing 
something about pollution i mean beside verbiage as moving towards some sort of resolution thank you so 
uh uh what i'm throwing out here the suggestion is that that uh we are in in uh we may shortly be seeing a 
situation where uh the that the culmination of many of these crises will erupt now uh if uh perhaps they won't 
i don't know but my feelings at this time they will and that they have to be faced and that the neglect of the 
nixon administration won't work barry well i mean i think chuck i don't care who talks first i just wanted to say 
a few words about those mass medias you you just mentioned well i think that most of the time the situation 
in asia but and not only in asia very often at home but let's talk about asia has not been honestly fairly 


reported not because the reporters are dishonest some are but not all of them but because they were looking 
at the looking at the situation through their uh western um eyes with their western eyes with their western 
minds and it's in a way a kind 
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western minds and it's in a way a kind of neocolonialism that's why i think the emphasis has been put so 
often in the reports press tv ready and so on on the military side of the problem for instance in vietnam as if 
the viet the vietnam war was a military problem and i think that it's in a way working for the uh for 
washington's and pentagon's policy to look at this problem as if it were a military problem and when people 
just report communicates just talk about body counts to use the official terminology i think they alienate the 
the readers or the listeners uh from the real problem that is the why the whys of the u.s involvement in in 
vietnam and the wise of the vietnamese revolution now you mentioned uh laos it's true that um for a long 
time nobody has been um knowing about the uh us air force race over the batted loud territory well now it's 
not a secret war anymore but i don't think it's enough to report about the the bombing i mean it's it's it's not 
enough to report about the bombing what uh one should do now this uh problem is fairly well known is uh to 
uh to try to know why there is such a bombing and what which effects it has on the population why the patek 
lao people are still fighting um in spite of this terrible those terrible american raids they've been living under 
for now six years and that's the people should explain exactly what the patek law want when they talk about 
the coalition government when they talk about the u.s the puppets of the u.s in vientiane when they talk 
about the corrupt classes that rule with the american 
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that rule with the american money the uh one part of the allowed territory but this is not reported jacques it's 
said that we have objectivity of the press in this country but it's a kind of very special kind of objectivity which 
means you're never allowed to talk about puppets you can never call somebody a puppet i mean that's uh 
just not in the vocabulary or the scale of comprehension that that works well i think he's put his finger on on it 
when he talks about the reporting of the military news because it's quite clear that a corpse by corpse tour 
through asia is not the news well i think the mere the mere fact of using in a press um dispatch about 
vietnam or lost or any other country whether you are american or not the word enemy is is a lack of 
objectivity and if if you consider those people as a when you're a reporter as your enemies if in a way you uh 
brainwash your readers uh by imposing to them this very word enemy um you uh you really uh don't doing 
the job you're not reporting on asia you're reporting on what the the military establishment think of asia which 
is different and you are in a way i think being racist because you don't take into account at all the the will of 
the asians and the will of the revolutionary movements in vietnam in laos and cambodia elsewhere and i 
think this is a very poor report if you if you do so simian jacques what do you describe about american 
reporting of asia is exactly comparable to american reporting of america i mean the motivations and 
programs and will of american revolutionaries or people who struggle in america against america are never 
reported similarly you know and i think that that the basis of the problem of asia of 
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that the basis of the problem of asia of asian reporting and american reporting is the same and that's the 
basic basic way in which america deals with anything which bothers it anything which challenges its 
consolidation of power it's the same reason i think that the domination of people in asia is not unrelated you 
know to the domination of nature as we're beginning to learn that they in fact stem from the same source and 
it's the ability of america to dominate in any way whether it be the news whether it be other people whether it 
be our lives which has to be curtailed i mean there are some very strong movements who realize that i mean 
clearly what is happening to to workers in america such as the postal workers and such as the people in the 
unions the sort of marxist view if you could lend that to in a sense attacking the means of production in a 
sense refusing not only to go back to work for richard nixon the postal workers but refusing to go back to 
work in a sense for their own bosses you know we have that strain of current developing in a pervasive way 


throughout the american working class i think and on the same at the same time we have those people if you 
want to lend a maoist you know lends to it who in a sense are building a people's war in the united states in 
solidarity with the people's wars in indochina and so you have people who actually think of themselves as a 
liberation front and who are who are inclined to do what they feel is necessary as has been done in new york 
and other parts of the country you know and at the same time you have forces such as the people's park 
here in berkeley where people realize clearly that they had to take resources and reshape them and redesign 
them in the most basic ways so that never never before in america at the same time that we have the most 
drastic and most severe horrors confronting us we also have forces of opposition growing which five years 
ago no one would have ever been able to estimate well it was no less a personality than president nixon 
peter informs me who gave birth to the phrase only americans can defeat americans i'm a little 
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can defeat americans i'm a little worried that some listeners will misunderstand what we were saying at the 
beginning about the the the nlf and the patent law having won because they have survived i think it is quite 
true they have the american intentions have been to destroy them by the application of technology and that 
effort has failed but to say that they've won can be very misleading because america can go on applying that 
technology and uh the paddock law can go deeper and deeper into their caves and the nlf can go deeper 
and deeper into their caves and i believe they will and i think they will wait and wait and wait but if we simply 
say that they've won it gives everyone the sense here in this country that well after all it's it's over now you 
know i mean we have nothing to do it's uh maybe we can go on a spring march and uh see the the crocuses 
in golden gate park or something but that it's not our responsibility and uh a lot of people sort of see you 
know and then if it's a question of violence in this country it's seen in a totally different perspective it's not 
seen in the total perspective of what's happening now in laos it's just seen as a sort of a Separate problem so 
i would just like to say to to to qualify that that original idea it's that the nlf and the hadith lao have not been 
defeated and there's no prospect that they're going to be defeated but i think that uh what we if if something 
doesn't happen in this country if this war is not stopped in this country then we may see the 70s turn into a 
repeat of the 30s and that local wars in country in china in the 30s and in spain just sort of dragged on and 
on and on and led to the general militarization of the whole world until the world couldn't take it anymore and 
you had the you had the breaking out of world war ii i think if this country cannot do something about its own 
militarism if it cannot stop its own generals and its own armies this will have been the country which was 
responsible for world war iii and it will be punished i i would understand um i was i think we 


01:46:01 (https:/Awww.youtube.com/watch?v=3_-2nI7kVy0&t=6361s 





i i would understand um i was i think we started the launch discussion i think we all could have gone on for 
another few hours and but maybe just one final observation um that i i think the greatest loss that american 
capitalism and imperialism have suffered from the vietnam war they've lost their people and i mean in the 
sense that america no longer has people not just to fight for it but even to work for it i think the extent to 
which that the united states uh is suffering from from shortages of manpower is mirrored in the compulsive 
professionalization of everything i mean you might say that automation is sort of a natural uh attempt to uh 
get rid of manpower but if one looks uh i think the way in which barry was indicating it i mean not just the 
movements that have been going on but the extent to which people are have opted out i mean the the 
refusal to serve the desertion the draft rate i think is significant of a very very very widespread refusal of 
service now i think where the with the uh uh the the laotian and vietnamese situations are very significant is 
that it's not just that they have survived but that despite the most incredible application of technology which of 
course can become genocidal and kill everybody at some point nevertheless that for reasons which i cannot 
understand that somehow the number of people who have rallied their cause has increased and i think there 
can't be any doubt and i think xhaka confirmed this after six years of the most ferocious bombing is stronger 
in numbers and equality inequality than it was before now you have this kind of paradox i think uh that that 
capitalism and imperialism in a sense are having in the sense their soul weapons are increasingly technology 


and the few men sort of needed to serve as the technology and on the other hand that the forces of 
opposition subsist essentially through human beings they don't have the technology now uh uh i don't think 
one has to quote 


01:48:00 (https:/Awww.youtube.com/watch?v=3_-2nI7kVy0&t=6480s 





now uh uh i don't think one has to quote uh marshall in bio or lin bien of china to say that the men will 
eventually win out over technology i mean it's it's i think sort of the battle of the century i don't think it's 
hopeless i mean and i think that the air of despair that a lot of people have had recently is unjustified that 
there is this this growing refusal this this this in other words i mean people are on our side not not just in a 
propagandistic sense but in in the real sense they don't have people especially youth especially youth youth 
is not with them and not just the radical youth in berkeley but in the high schools the young workers and 
when one again doesn't have to be particularly on the left to see that and we all professors we can't produce 
radicals but the nixon administration [Laughter] thank you very much all of you 


END 


